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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 37-70 have been examined. 

Paper Submitted 

2. It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and placed of 
record in the file: 

a. Information Disclosure Statements as received on 5/12/2005, 1/28/2005, 
1 1/08/2004 are considered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 5/12/2005, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

4. In that remarks, applicant's argues in substance: 

a. That: However, Baker neither discloses nor teaches a system for signaling content 
quality of preexisting digital data between digital devices including a digital 
source and a digital receiver, the preexisting digital data having a plurality of data 
records, each of the plurality of data records having a plurality of data fields, 
assigning a grade indicative of the quality of the content of the preexisting digital 
data using at least one or more predefined sets of criteria; and, marking the 
preexisting digital data with the assigned grade without changing and without 
accessing the content of the preexisting digital data; wherein the digital receiver 
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dynamically accesses the -marked grade of the preexisting digital data to 
determine suitability for subsequent use. (remarks pages 1 1 and 12) 

This is found not persuasive because the claimed limitation "wherein the 
digital receiver dynamically accesses the marked grade of the preexisting data . . . 
without accessing the preexisting digital data", "whereby another digital receiver 
can independently determine suitability from the marked grade for another 
subsequent user of the preexisting digital data without accessing the preexisting 
digital data" are contradictory and does not enable one skilled in the art to make 
and use of the invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 37-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
Independent claims 37 and 54, recites the limitations "wherein the digital receiver 
dynamically accesses the marked grade of the preexisting data . . . without accessing the 
preexisting digital data", "whereby another digital receiver can independently determine 
suitability from the marked grade for another subsequent user of the preexisting digital 
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data without accessing the preexisting digital data" are contradictory and does not enable 
one skilled in the art to make and use of the invention. Based on the statement "marked 
grade of the preexisting digital data", "marked grade" is clearly part of "the preexisting 
digital data", Accessing the marked grade is therefore accessing part of the preexisting 
digital data. The statement of "wherein the digital receiver dynamically accesses the 
marked grade of the preexisting data . . . without accessing the preexisting digital data" is 
contradictory and impossible. 

7. All dependent claims are rejected to as having the same deficiencies as the claims they 
depend from. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 37-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Baker et al., US 
Patent Number 5,678,041, hereinafter Baker. 

10. Referring to claim 37, Baker teaches a system for signaling content quality (resource 
rating 101-105) of preexisting digital data (network resources) between digital devices 
including a digital source (figure 1, network resources 101-105 are computing devices 
contains data resources) and a digital receiver (users 107-109 are retrieving the data 
resources), the preexisting digital data having a plurality of data records (list 116) having 
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a plurality of data fields (URL101 and Resource RatinglOl), the system (see title and Col 
3 lines 8-32) comprising: 

a. assignment means for assigning a grade indicative of the quality of the content of 
the preexisting digital data (Col 4 lines 35-37) using a least one or more 
predefined sets of criteria (Col 4 lines 53-60); 

b. means for marking the preexisting digital data with the assigned grade without 
changing and without accessing the content of the preexisting digital data (Col 4 
lines 13-16, Col 4 lines 32-35); 

c. wherein the receiver dynamically accesses the marked grade of the preexisting 
digital data to determine suitability for subsequent use of the preexisting digital 
data without having to access the preexisting digital data (Col 5 lines 8-15 and 
Fig. 1, users dynamically access to the list for rating information without having 
to access the network resources); 

d. whereby another digital receiver can independently determine suitability from the 
marked grade for another subsequent user of the preexisting digital data without 
accessing the preexisting digital data (Col 5 lines 8-15 and Fig. 1, users 
dynamically access to the list for rating information without having to access the 
network resources). 

11. Referring to claim 38, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 further comprising 
means for associating a portion of a filename to the assigned grade (see figure 1, list 1 16, 
URL 101 is associated with resource_ratingl01, and URL is viewed as a portion of a 
filename.) 
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12. Referring to claim 39, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 38 wherein the file 
name corresponds to a file containing the preexisting digital data (URL is a file name 
corresponds to a file containing the data. Ex. www.uspto.gov/main.htm corresponds to 
file "main. htm" in domain www.uspto.gov). 

13. Referring to claim 40, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 further comprising 
means for associating a grade file with the assigned grade (Col 4 lines 35-37, list 1 16 is a 
grade file with the grade). 

14. Referring to claim 41, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein the quality 
of content corresponds to a particular data field of the plurality of data field (Col 4 lines 
53-60, NV, MV, V are stored in a particular data field (resources_ratinglO 1-105) refer 
the quality of content of data). 

15. Referring to claim 42, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein the quality 
of content corresponds to a particular data record of the plurality of data record (Col 4 
lines 35-37, list 116 contains resource_ratingl01-105 which are correspond to URL101- 
105). 

16. Referring to claim 43, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 42 wherein a 
particular quality of the content corresponds to a particular record of the plurality of data 
records (Figure 1, resource_ratingl01 corresponds to URL101.) 

17. Referring to claim 44, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 42 wherein a 
particular quality of the content corresponds to a particular field of the plurality of data 
fields (resourcerating NV corresponds to URL101 .) 
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18. Referring to claim 45, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein at least 
one of the one or more predefined sets of criteria for determining the quality of the 
content is a predefined function (Col 4 lines 44-60). 

19. Referring to claim 46, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein at least 
one of the one or more predefined sets of criteria for determining the quality of the 
content accesses a database (Col 4 lines 23-25, Figure 1 database 1 14). 

20. Referring to claim 47, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein at least 
one of the one or more predefined sets of criteria for determining the quality of the 
content is externally defined function (Col 4 lines 44-60). 

21. Referring to claim 48, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein at least 
one of the one or more predefined sets of criteria for determining the quality of the 
content uses access to an independent database (Figure 1, database 1 14 is external and 
independent to network resources 101-105 and users 107-109). 

22. Referring to claim 49, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein the grade 
is a numeric value, a color, or a Boolean (Col 4 lines 52-60, the resource rating NV, MV, 
and V are Booleans.) 

23. Referring to claim 50, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 further comprising 
means for associating the grade to data set (list 116, figure 1). 

24. Referring to claim 38, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein at least 
one of one or more predefined sets of criteria for determining the quality is selected by 
the receiver (Col 5 lines 1-7, and line 55-65.) 
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25. Referring to claim 52, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 further comprising 
means for assigning a rating as a function of the grade (Col 4 lines 52-60). 

26. Referring to claim 53, Baker teaches the system as recited in claim 37 wherein a different 
one of the one or more predefined sets of criteria for determining the quality provides a 
different grade for the preexisting data (Col 4 lines 53-60). 

27. Referring to claims 54-70, claims 54-70 encompass the same scope of the invention as 
that of the claims 37-53. Therefore, claims 54-70 are rejected for the same reason as the 
claims 37-53. 

Conclusion 

28. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Liang-che Alex Wang whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-3992. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 am 
to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571)272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC).at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Liang-che Alex Wang 
July 20, 2005 





